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LONDON, SEPTEMBER 22, 1877. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


Sap to say, the Acting Suitor does not seem to 
have made his appearance in the Courts of Arbitra- 
tion. A daily contemporary thus describes the scene 
at Serjeant’s-inn last Wednesday :—‘The institution 
was to be seen yesterday, opened to the public. There 
was the Hall of the Inn, with all the tables and 
the chairs arranged in due state as for the trial 
of the most important causes. To insure the due 
observance of etiquette the chairs were labelled with 
such notices as ‘Lay Referees’ and ‘ Legal Referee.’ 
The one thing wanting was the business. The chairs 
were empty; the tables had not one sheet of stained 
paper uponthem. No suitor had as yet ventured to put 
his cause into the hands of the Volunteer Division of her 
Majesty's High Court of Justice.” 





A PROVINCIAL JouRNAL reports a decision of consider- 
able interest to tramps. A well-known section of the 
Vagrants Act provides that ‘every person wandering 
abroad and lodging in any barn orouthouse, . . . not 
having any visible means of subsistence, and not giving 
@ good account of himself, . . Shall be deemed a 
rogue and vagabond within the true intent and mean- 
ing of this Act.” It appears that a tramp in the 
neighbourhood of Scarborough, being in want of a 
night’s lodging, turned the pigs out of a pig-stye, and, 
accompanied by his dog, took possession of the vacant 
building. On his being charged with an offence under 
the section above referred to, one of the magistrates 
is stated to have raised the objection that the tramp could 
not be said to be without ‘visible means of subsist- 
ence,” inasmuch as he had a dog; and on this ground 
the charge was dismissed. We cannot but regret 
that the precise reasons on which this decision was 
based have not been made public, and that we are left 
to speculate, as we best can, on the mode in which a 
dog may be a “ visible means of subsistence ” to a tramp. 
We may probably reject at once the theory that the 
magistrates meant that the tramp might eat his dog; 
the intimate relation which is supposed to exist in the 
metropolis between canine fiesh and certain compact 
forms of aliment is not generally understood to prevail 
in the provinces. We are therefore driven to surmise 
that the decision was based on the view, either that the 
dog might by stealing obtain a subsistence for his master, 
or that the dog itself might be sold and so might pro- 

ne means of subsistence for his master. The 
view seems untenable on several junds, and 

the latter is open to the objection that = hes as a 
tramp possesses a single live animal of any pecuniary 
value he cannot be said to be without a “ visible means of 
subsistence.” It may perhaps be suggested that the live 
animals most frequently found in company with tramps 
ate of no pecuniary value; but unfortunately the doctrine 
= to be equally applicable to inanimate objects ; 
and it would appear that 80 long as the tramp possesses | 





a necktie or walking-stick, he must be deemed to be a 
person ‘iaving a “ visible means of subsistence.” 





Ir 1s ALITTLE cuRtovs that the defence of “ the att 
of God,” or “‘vis major,” has been raised in no less 
than four reported cases during the past year. Tt 
was also raised in a case which has given rise to - 
a singular judicial controversy. The case in ques- - 
tion (River Wear Commissioners v. Adamson and’ 
others) turned upon the construction of the 74th: 
section of the Harbours, Docks, and Piers Clauses * 
Act, 1847 (10 & 11 Vict. c. 27), which was incor-- 
porated in the private Act of the plaintiffs, and which’ 
provides that “the owner of every vessel or float of 
timber shall be answerable to the undertakers for any 
damage done by such vessel or float of timber or by 
any person employed about the same, to the harbour, 
dock, or pier, or the quays or wharves connected there- 
with, and the master or person having the charge of such. 
vessel or float of timber, through whose wilful act or ~ 
negligence any such damage is done shall also be liable 
to make good the same; and the undertakers may detain 
any such vesselor float of timber until sufficient security has 
been given for the amount of damage done by the same.” 
The defendants were the owners of a vessel which had“ 
been wrecked while attempting to make the harbour at- 
Sunderland ; the crew were saved, and the ship, having 
no person on board, was driven by the force of the wind 
and seas against the plaintiffs’ pier, and causéd the 
damage for which compensation was now sought. The 
Queen’s Bench Division had held (on the authority of 
Dennis v. Tovell, 21 W. R. 170, L. R. 8 Q. B. 10) that 
the owner of the ship was liable, but this judgment was 
reversed by the Court of Appeal (24 W. R. 872, L. R. 1 
Q. B. D. 546), though the judges based their decisions 
on various grounds. The Master of the Rolls based 
his decision on the “familiar maxim of law” 
that ‘‘where in any event there is a duty or a 
liability imposed, as a general rule such duty or liability 
does not arise where the event happens through the act 
of God or the Queen’s enemies” ; and he added, “ I think 
we may well come to the conclusion that the acts of God 
and the Queen’s enemies were not intended to be 
comprised within the first words of the section,” 
The Lord Chief Baron, though he coacurredin the obser- 
vations of the Master of the Rolls, decided the case mainly 
on the ground that the section only contemplated: 
damage done when the vessel was actually in some per- 
son’s charge; while Lord Justice Mellish said that, im 
construing the Act of Parliament, the court were justi- 
fied in assuming that the Legislature did not intend to 
go against the ordinary rule of law, which was, that no 
liability should be imposed on anybody in respect of the 
act of God, unless the language they had used obliged 
the court to come to the conclusion that they did so in- 
tend. The case was argued at great length before the 
House of Lords. The plaintiffs’ counsel urged that the 
act of God had never been held to exonerate a person 
from liability imposed by statute, and that all the in- 
stances of the application of the principle given in 
‘* Broom’s Legal Maxims ”’ referred either to contracts 
or to common law liability ; while the defendant's counsel 
argued that there was no distinction in the case of 
statutory liability, and that the exception of the act of 
God would be in all cases implied. The House took time 
to consider, and finally arrived at the conclusion (Lord 
Gordon dissenting, and Lords Hatherley and O’ Hagan 
hesitating) that the decision of the Court of Appeal 
must be upheld, but solely on the ground that the section . 
referred to procedure, and was intended merely to pro- 
vide the harbour-owners with a simple remedy, but not 
in any way to change the rule of law. The Lord. 
Chancellor, however, expressly dissented from the’ 
reasons given by the Master of the Rolls and Lordi 
Justice Mellish, and thus laid down the law as to the effect: 
of the act of God:—“ In my opinion all these expressions 
state the law too widely. LI agree that if “a 
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upon an individual by common law, the act of God will 
excuse him from performing it; as a carrier is excused 
for not delivering goods if their delivery be rendered 
impossible by the act of God; but where a person enters 
into a contract to do a thing, or an Act of Parliament 
imposes a liability, I know of no rule by which the per- 
formance of such contract can be excused, or such 
liability can be discharged, by the intervention of vis 
major.” 





THERE WERE TWENTY-SIX APPLICATIONS in all in Mr. 
Justice Fry’s list on Thursday, but some were arranged 
and others stood over, and by dint of great energy his 
lordship managed to dispose of his whole list before 
lunch time. The subject-matter of the busiziess cannot 
be said to have been of a very important character. Two 
eases in the nature of cross-actions, which were expected 
to have lasted some time, came to an untimely end by 
his lordship (who had read the papers) suggesting the 
form of order which he considered had better be ac- 
cepted in both actions, the suggestion being adopted 
forthwith. One company was ordered to be wound up 
compulsorily, .and the liquidator of another company, 
who was accused of intending to sell chattels be- 
longing to some mortgagees of the company, having 
actually catalogued them for that purpose, was told he 
must himself pick out of his catalogue what he consid- 
ered his own, and that he could not expect the mortgagees 
to inform him on this matter. The learned judge, how- 
ever, made the excellent suggestion that the two counsel 
engaged should meet, when, no doubt, the knotty point, 
which was as to the construction of some words of grant 
in the mortgage deed, could be soon settled, and the sale 
of the other articles proceed. In another case 
the sea front of some baths at Margate had been carried 
away by a severe storm and required immediate repair, 
which the tenant for life of the real estate was without 
funds to undertake. She was also tenant for life of the 
residuary personalty, subject to the maintenance of the 
children, the children after her death being entitled to 
all. A receiver was in possession of the outstanding 
personal estate, and application was made that he might 
be at liberty to expend moneys representing the personal 
estate in repairing the baths. The application was clearly 
for the benefit of all parties, but Mr. Justice Fry did not 
see his way to decide the question at once. Primd facie 
the widow, the tenant for life, ought to bear the expense, 
but under the circumstances his lordship allowed the 
receiver to contract and pay for the repairs, the widow 
giving an undertaking to repay the amount if the court 
at the hearing should determine her to be liable. 





Many Encuisu Lawyers will regret to hear of the 
death, at the age of eighty-one, of Mr. John Gibson, 
W.S., of Edinburgh, who was law agent for Sir Walter 
Scott, and whose volume of ‘‘ Reminiscences” of his 
celebrated client created much interest at the time of 
their publication. 








At the Brighton County Court on Thursday, the regis- 
trar announced that he had received a letter from the 
judge (Mr. William Furner) expressing hisintention of 
resigning his appointment as judge of the Sussex County 
Courts. The state of his health would not permit of his 
making the announcement in person. Mr. Somers 
Clarke (the senior solicitor in Brighton) and Alderman 
Lamb (the mayor) bore testimony to the great ability 
and urbanity with which Mr. Furner had for many 
years performed his duties. Mr. Furner, who is a 
justice of the peace for Surrey and Sussex, was for 
several years judge of the local court for the boroughs 
of Brighton and Shoreham. He received the appoint- 
ment of judge in March, 1847, and was one of the 
committee for framing the rules of county courts. 





——_., 
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“ FRASER'S MAGAZINE” ON LAND 
TRANSFER. 


Ir an old lady, endowed with no very extraordinary 
grasp of intellect or power of expression, were to 
quarrel with her doctor, and to unburden herself of her 
grievances against him by writing a long account of the 
illnesses in which he had attended her, and giving the 
amount of his annual bills, there can be little doubt that 
she would find it impossible to persuade the editor of any 
respectable periodical to print her lucubrations as 
likely to throw light on a subject of general interest, 
There is no one who would not be surprised to see such 
a production figuring, say, in Fraser's Magazine, under 
the title of ‘‘ Medical Treatment from a Patient's 
Point of View;” and everybody’s surprise would be 
much increased if the perusal of the old lady’s article 
showed that she had been in the habit of supplementing 
or thwarting her doctor’s treatment by prescribing for 
herself. But if we may judge from the article called 
‘“‘The Transfer of ‘Real’ Property from a Client's 
Point of View,” to be found in the current number of 
the very magazine we have just mentioned, an exactly 
similar production is thought likely to be interesting or 
instructive to the public with the simple substitution of 
a solicitor for the doctor, the transfer of land for the 
medical treatment of diseases, and, perhaps, a middle 
aged gentleman of no very unusual capacity for the old 
lady of equivalent endowments. Why this should be 
so we really cannot tell, except on a supposition which 
does very little credit to the common sense of the public, 
That supposition is that people know that a doctor has 
to deal with and to attempt to repair and set right a 
variety of machines in all cases amazingly complicated 
and often radically defective, for the complications 
and deficiencies of which he is in no way re 
sponsible, and therefore the record of a few in- 
dividual failures, even if they were attended by claims 
for considerable remuneration, is not regarded by 
persons of average intelligence as an adequate basis for 
constructing theories on the general rules of medical 
treatment or the proper scale of remuneration for 
medical attendance; whereas (according to the sup 
position) each lawyer is responsible, in every individual 
state of facts and circumstances, for the law applicable 
to it, or, if he is not, his fellows and accomplices are, 
and therefore single instances of legal transactions 
attended by delay, or by expense disproportionate to the 
value of the subject-matter, are of public interest as 
being sufficient to prove that the whole system of the 
law, so far at any rate as relates to the portion of 
it which is implicated in the transactions in question, 
stands in need of immediate and complete reforms 
tion. 

We have said that the notion involved in this sup- 
position does very little credit to the common sense of 
those who entertain it, and if we wished to support the 
accuracy of this position we could not select a branch 
of law better adapted to our purpose than the branch 
attempted to be dealt with by the article in Fraser. As 
to the character of the article itself, it will be sufficiently 
indicated if we say that, though it consists of over 4 
dozen pages, there is not a single word in it from which 
it can by any ingenuity be deduced that the writer see 


the slightest reason or excuse for the conveyance of / 


land being attended with greater difficulty or expen 
than the transfer of shares or stocks. It is, in fact 
evident that he attributes every particle of the extra time 
and cost required for the conveyance of a piece of 

over that required for the transfer of asum of consols # 
defects in the legal system, and no part of it to the 


differences between the requirements of landowners and 


of holders of consols. As it is possible that there may 
be among the persons with whom some of our r 
are brought into contact persons of prejudices as 
and of intelligence as rudimentary as those of the wrilet 


in Fraser, it will not be amiss if we imagine for 
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moment one of such persons put through a little 
catechism of enlightenment. In dealing with him it 
would be better to keep the distasteful names of law 
and lawyer out of sight altogether, and to approach him 
with some such question as this :—‘“‘ You say that any 
sum of consols, however large, can be transferred in a 
yery short time and at a very small expense, but do you 
not think that stockbrokers would take more time over 
transfers of consols and ask for a larger brokerage if 
every hundred pounds of consols bore a particular 
number, and if every holder had an unreasoning and 
obstinate regard for his own particularnumbers, and there- 
fore had bargained for and obtained permission to carve 
-out a great variety of estates and interests in his own 
particular sums, and if, in addition to this, it was a chief 
element in his wishes and in his privileges that all these 
transactions should be done privately and without appear- 
ing on any public books or register, and if, in consequence 
of this state of things, it had necessarily become the 
duty of the brokers employed to superintend the trans- 
fers of consols to investigate carefully and minutely the 
exact nature of all the prior dealings with the consols 
intended to be transferred, and if the negligent perform- 
ance of that duty was punishable by a fine equal to 
the full value of the consols intended to be trans- 
ferred ?” 
A question thus framed could be answered only in one 
way by even the most obtuse of human beings, to say 
nothing of ordinary members of the class of ‘‘ business 
men” to which the writer in Fraser says that he belongs. 
But our imaginary kind of consols is, of course, in the 
exact position of land. The public, that is, in this case, 
the owners of land, require, above all things, that they 
shall have the fullest powers possible of dealing with 
their land in such a way as to preserve the ownership of 
it for themselves and their descendants, and that for the 
most part in their own names and under their own con- 
trol, while using and adapting it to their varying neces- 
sities ; and alongside of this desire, and equally strong in 
its intensity, is the wish to keep their mortgages, and 
the terms of their settlements and other arrangements, 
as far as possible from the knowledge of their neighbours. 
It is the operation of these concurrent impulses, though 
chiefly, of course, of the latter, that has been the fatal 
obstacle in the way of systems of land registry. The 
writer in Fraser does not seem to be aware that any 
system of this kind is in existence; when he hears of it 
he will probably attribute its not being extensively used 
to some deep-laid plot of the lawyers. In fact, however, 
nothing would be better, at any rate for the present 
generation of lawyers, than for all the owners of land to 
sput themselves on the register ; and the public have it in 
their own power to do much to assimilate the transfer of 
Jand to that of stock. That they do not do so seems to 
show that they consider the present system gives them 
advantages which they do care to lose, even if the retain- 
ing of them brings about some amount of extra cost and 
trouble; at all events, it shows that, in the opinion of 
those most interested in the matter, there is no such 
monstrous evil as the writer in Fraser seems to think 
the public is groaning under. 

We have referred so much to the recent magazine 
article, that it is, perhaps, due to some of our readers 
who have not had an opportunity of reading it, to give 
them a general idea of its character. Three subjects are 
attempted to be dealt with—land transfer; the general 
system of solicitors’ remuneration; and what the writer 
‘calls “the binal system,” or, in other words, the division 
of the legal profession into barristers and solicitors. On 
the last point it will be enough to say that the writer 
affirms that solicitors—at any rate, in “those centres of 
population where the binal system is permissible”’— 
never attempt to understand their clients’ cases, but 
Cast on counsel “the responsibility of the most trivial 
act, of the drawing of the most ordinary paper,” giving, 
48 an instance, a case of his own, in which counsel was 


the writer ‘‘ declares on his honour” that “ there was no 
portion of it which an intelligent client, to say nothing 
of an attorney's clerk, could not have correctly per- 
formed.” This tone of absurd exaggeration character- 
izes all the writer’s remarks on this head. We need 
scarcely say that, like all persons who have never given 
a serious thought to the subject, he is a sturdy advocate 
for amalgamating the two branches of the profession; 
but as he admits that he knows nothing of how amalga- 
mation works elsewhere—“ I do not know anything of the 
working of the plan as practised in America. I wish I 
did’’—and as he himself speaks about “the crudeness and 
inadequacy” of his observations on the point, and as, 
of course, he overlooks every single advantage which the 
binal system gives to the client, our readers will not 
blame us if we say no more about his views on this 
question. 

As to the subject of the mode in which solicitors are 
remunerated, we have the old hashed-up objection that 
“a solicitor is empowered to charge for the rudest work, 
done by his cheapest clerk, on the same scale as for 
work done by himself personally”; but the writer does 
not see that this means that the solicitor cannot charge 
for his work according to his own statement of the skill 
and labour necessary to accomplish it. We are not de- 
fending the present system as the best that could possibly 
be devised; but a man must be blind indeed if he does 
not see that the objection to which we have re- 
ferred cuts both ways, and that, in fact, the’system, 
coupled as it is with the right to taxation, has been 
built up and sanctioned by Parliament quite as 
much in the interest of the client as in that of the 
solicitor. 

But it is, of course, land transfer that is the chief 
subject of attack; and as the writer bases his theory 
that the whole system is a sham and swindle almost 
exclusively on his own experiences, we will briefly re- 
capitulate them as he gives them, with only a few re- 
marks of our own. It seems, then, that he was the owner 
of a property which had been in his family since 1785. 
Being minded to lay it out in building plots, he found it 
advisable to have a deed, apparently in the nature of a 
family arrangement, clearing up his position with re- 
spect to the property. This was prepared, and, as he 
admits, we'l prepared, by his solicitor, aided by counsel. 
This transaction cost £54 19s. 8d. As it was necessary 
to make a thorough investigation into the title, and in 
all probability to procure the concurrence and execution 
of other members of the family, £55 does not seem an 
exorbitant sum to be divided between the solicitor and 
counsel after defraying thereout the actual costs and 
disbursements; later on, of course, the writer speaks of 
the whole of this sum being in his solicitor’s pocket. At 
the risk of tiring our readers, we will here point out the 
obvious fact that this sum was not a mere sacrifice to 
what the writer calls “the system,’ but was really a 
burden cast upon the then present owner of the land by 
his predecessors in title, they having had the equivalent 
of itin their power of dealing with the land in a flexible 
and secret manner. To resume the story, however, the 
writer, after the execution of this deed, builds a house on 
one of the plots, and, without consulting his solicitor, 
signs an open contract for its sale to two trustees for 
£420. In other words, the old lady of our introductory 
sentence prescribes for herself a good dose of a medi- 
cine well-known for its potent effects. However, 
the writer frees himself from all blame for this 
step by charging his taking it on “the system.” 
“Agreements,” he says, “made in solicitors’ offices 
cost money,” and therefore people are much in the 
habit of dispensing with their solicitor’s aid. This is 
about as sensible an observation as we have seen for some 
time. Ifa man were to ruin his constitution for life by 
attempting to cut off his own leg, he would hardly have 
the face to lay the calamity at the door of the neigh- 
bouring doctor because he is in the habit of making a 





émployed to do a large quantity of work, as to which 


charge for an amputation. The result of this piece of 
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folly was, of course, that a sixty or, at any rate, a forty 
years’ title had to be shown; and as the writer's 
land was an old family property, and the title 
doubtless somewhat complicated, the expense entailed 
on the parties was very considerable, the writer’s share 
being £83 and the purchasers’ share about £50. It 
appears from what is stated in the article that all the 
parties concerned were equally simple, the trustees 
having only £420 to invest, and there having been no 
margin whatever left for any legal expenses. Of course, 
if the solicitor who prepared the deed of arrangement had 
been consulted about the agreement, he would have insisted 
on limiting the length of title, and would have guarded 
against points on which he knew the title to be difficult 
or which would cause expense; and this would have 
saved money, not only to the vendors but to the purchasers 
also. The writer, if he does us the honour of reading 
our observations, will wonder what we mean by saying 
that a sixty or a forty years’ title would have to be shown, 
as the contract was an open one. The law, however, we 
may tell him, is clear on the point: if the agreement 
was signed before acertain Act of 1874, a sixty years’ title 
would be necessary; if after that date, a forty years’ 
title. Our readers will be amused at seeing what has 
been admitted into Fraser on this question:—*It is a 
question—of course everything in law is a question— 
whether a man, by signing an open agreement, is bound 
to submit to investigation behind his own title; that is, 
an inquiry, at his expense, into the validity of the 
title previous to the period from which he himself 
derives his ownership. I fear he is. But let that 
remain—a question. . In my case the investi- 
gation ranges back a hundred years, because the property 
has been so long in the hands of my family.” 

The only other specific instance which the writer 
gives of his own sufferings from what he calls “the 
system ” is as follows:—After binding the purchaser of 
one of his lots not to put him to the expense of a legal 
investigation of title, he afterwards relents and ap- 
parently lets the purchaser trot him over the whole title. 
The expense of this freak to the writer was £46, an item 
which of course he charges to “ the system.” 

Our readers will be more than tired of hearing of such 
imbecility, and their wonder at learning that such stuff 
has been admitted into Fraser will long since have been 
displaced by a feeling of tedium and ennui. We do not 
blame the writer of the article for airing his grievances 
or ventilating his crotchets, but we cannot help regret- 
ting that the conductors of a respectable magazine 
should have admitted into their columns a vilifica- 
tion of an honourable profession based upon ignorance, 
gross and palpable, and bolstered up with arguments 
which the very slightest capacity for seeing below the 
outside surface of a question would show to be utterly 
worthless and hollow. 


=—_ 





At the sitting of the Middlesex Sessions on Wednesday 
the Assistant-Judge, addressing Mr. Ribton, said :—“ Mr. 
Ribton, I cannot help wishing to say a few words respecting 
the loss we bave sustained by the death of Mr. Cooper, the 
senior member of the bar practising at these sessions, I had 
only a slight acquaintance with him before I was appointed 
to this court, but he soon won my entire confidence and 
esteem. His kindly nature, his candour, and his manly and 
hononrable character were apparent in the way in which he 
did his work. With no pretension to eloquence, he was 
not the less a vigorous and effective speaker, and no man 
with as fag ey % wit 5 . with a more generous 
regard e feelings of others. It may be justly said of 
him that he disdained the tricks and antifices of AF 
and would never condescend to give a fictitious colour to 
facts in order to obscure the truth. We shall all reapect 
his pope] For myself I may say J was extremely sorry 
to hear of his serious illness, and itis with very sincere regret 
I realize the fact that we shall see him no more in his accus- 
tomed place.” Mr. Ribton, on behalf of the bar, said the 
bar deeply regretted Mr. Cooper's death. 





THE TRUSTEE’S DUTY. 
I. 


‘Reaprness ‘to bevome a ‘trustee is usually proportioned: 
to ignorance of the duties of a trustee. If one business 
man were to say'to another, “I wish you to undertake 

the nominal ownership of my property, and in return 

for that honour you will have to manage it gratuitously, 

yet in some respects with more care and foresight than 

you bestow on your own concerns; you will become per. 
sonally responsible for losses resulting from errors of 
judgment; and you will be liable to refund money paid, 

on the best legal advice you can obtain, to persons who 
turn out not to be entitled to it,” there can be little 
doubt that the proposal would be declined. But people 
are led blindfold into the position of trustee, and find 

out too late that they have been placed in a region of 

legal pit-falls, where few steps can be taken without 
risk. Lord Hardwicke stated the nature of the trustee’s 
liability very inadequately when he said that “a trustis 
an office, necessary in the concerns between man and 

man, and which, if faithfully discharged, is attended 

with no slight degree of trouble and anxiety.” He 

thought it impolitic to add to this trouble and anxiety 
the risk of unavoidable loss, because that would tend to 

diminish the supply of responsible trustees, but his 

successors have not been deterred by this consideration 
from visiting on the trustee losses which he can neither 
foresee nor provide against. 

We propose, for the benefit of intending trustees and 
their advisers, to take a brief survey of some of the 
leading rules laid down by courts of equity for the 
conduct of trustees. The first rule to be observed is 
that 

The duty of the trustee is primarily regulated by the 
instrument ereating the trust. 

The creator of a trust may limit and define the duties 
of his trustees, and say that they shall not incur the 
ordinary liabilities incident to their office, and if he 
has done this the court has no right to invest such 
trustees with a responsibility beyond that which the 
creator of the trust has thought it right to impose on 
them (Wilkins v. Hogg, 3 Giff. 116; affirmed, 10 W. BR 
47). This principle seems to be obvious; to hold other. 
wise would, without any reason of public policy, limit 
the power of disposition of property, and entrap persons 
into accepting an office under conditions which ulti- 
mately prove meaningless; but the view has been 
strongly urged, within comparatively recent times, that 
“for any carelessness, or any act that a prudent man 
ought not to have committed, the court will visit the 
trustee who has been guilty of such acts, whatever 
may be the language of the instrument creating the 
trust”—in other words, it has been gravely con 
tended that, whatever provisions a settlor might make, 
the court would insist on attaching certain duties 
and liabilities to the office of trustee (see the argu- 
ment in Wilkins v. Hogg, supra). And although this 
view has been expressly disavowed by many judges, it 
cannot be said that the courts have uniformly rejected 
it. In Sculthorpe v. Tipper (20 W. R. 276, L. B. 16 
Eq. 232), for instance, trustees were held liable for the 
results of their omission for two and a half years to sell 
shares in an unlimited company which the testator 
directed them to sell “immediately after my decease, or 
as soon thereafter as my trustees may see fit to do 80,” 
although in delaying the sale the trustees were admitted 
by the judge (Malins, V.C.) to “have acted as they 
thought best for the testator’s estate, and with every 
intention to benefit it, as far as in their judgment was 
possible.” The decision, however, has, we believe, beed — 
generally condemned in the profession (see some @X+ — 
cellent remarks in Lewin on Trusts, p. 256), and the rule 
of the court may be taken to be settled that the creator — 
of the trust may, if he chooses, expressly abridge the 
limits of his trustee’s liability. aad 

But the provision which is intended to exempt trustes® — 
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from the ordinary rules of the court must be 


y perfectly 
distinct and apecific (sce Moore v. Frowd, 3 My. & Cr. 
; if a meaning can be found for it consistent with the 

ordinary 


5 


security is considered to be still applicable, and the 
trustee will be liable if he lends on mere note of hand 
Pocock v. Reddington, 5 Ves. 794). And where the court 
is unable to resist the application of the express provision 
modifying the general rule, it will confine the provision 
within the narrowest limits. Thus, where a solicitor 
was appointed executor, and it was provided that he 
should be “at liberty to charge for his professional 
services,” it was held that he was only entitled to charge 
for professional services rendered by him strictly in his 
of solicitor, and not for work which might have 
been done by any lay executor, such as attendances on 
to pay them portions of their legacies 

(Harbin v. Derby, 28 Beav. 325). 

With reference, therefore, to all the rules which we 
shall have hereafter to consider, it must be carefully 
borne in mind that, by clear and specific provisions in 
the instrument creating the trust, their application may 
be excluded. It is only when the creator of the trust 
has neglected to regulate the conduct of his trustees that 
the law steps in to carry out his supposed intention. 








General Correspondence. 


APPLICATIONS FOR TIME. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir,—As a sample of delay and expense in a simple 
and common action, allow us to bring the following 
facts and dates te your notice :— 

1877, July 20.—Writ served. 

July 30.—Statement of claim delivered. 

August 7.—First application for time to deliver 
defence ; fourteen days given. 

August 21.—Second application; fourteen days’ 
further time given. 

Soptember 4.—Third application; one week’s 
further time given. 

September 11.—Fourth application; three days’ 


given. 

Yesterday and the whole of the day before we were 
engaged in opposing the fifth summons, when, although 
the defendant was under terms of pleading in the vaca- 
tion, as of the 9th of August last, the Master gave 
till the 24th of October, thus practically repealing the 
previous orders and giving five weeks’ more time when 
defendant only asked for and would have been content 
with a fortnight. 

Is such a proceeding likely to help the despatch of 
business? or to sicken persons from going to law ? 

Sept. 20. A. & Co. 





Tue Lyskamm Accipent. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal] 


Sir,—I may mention that it is by no means an ascer- 
tained fact that the giving way of a corvice of snow on 
the mountain-side was the the real cause of the accident. 

mark around the waist of one of the guides, caused 

by great strain and pressure from the rope which con- 
mected the party, raises the presumption that one or 
more slipped and pulled the others down. This circum- 
stance is referred to by the Swiss Jimes, Mr. W. A. 
‘was a stout, heavy man. Mr. Paterson 

t me at the Riffel, on the evening before the accident, 
‘t be in good condition and fit to ascend even so difficult 
& mountain as the Lyskamm ; and a friend who walked 


application of the rules, the court will attach | 
this meaning to it. Thus, although a trust fund is 
directed to be placed out at interest “at the trustee's 
discrcfion,” the rule as to not lending on personal . 


appeared , 








with him last year tells me he was an able mountaineer. 
Alpine climbing, however, was not the only thing which 
he could do well. I recollect with what application and 
success he studied his profession when, some years ago, 
he and I were pupils together in chambers. 
Lincoln’s-inn, Sept. 20. F. G. Lome, 


A meeting of the principal solicitors in Sussex was 
held at Brighton on Wednesday evening, with respect 
to the pruposed abolitio of the Sussex County 
Court Circuit, when it was unanimously resolved, on 
the motion of Mr. Waugh, of Cuckfield, seconded by 
Mr. Brewer, solicitor to the London and Brighton Rail- 
way, that, in view of the great extent of the circuit, 
and of the number and importance of the actions now 
tried, the abolition would be extremely undesirable, and 
prejudicial to the public interests. A deputation was 
appointed to wait on the Lord Chancellor to express 
these views. 

A correspondent writes to the Times with reference to the 
Lyskamm accident:—“ With reference to the letter in the 
Times of Saturday from the Rev. L. R. Whigham, ia which 
he expresses doubt as to the falling of a snow cornice having 
been the real cause of this terrible accident, I may mention 
two circumstances which I believe have not as yet been 
made public. Mr. W. A. Lewis, who wasa stout man, and 
one of the gentlemen lost, came up from Zermatt to the 
Riffel Hotel on the evening of Wednesday (the day before 
the accident occurred), arriving a few minutes before 
table @héte time. Mr. Lewis appeared to be much fatigued 
with the two hours’ walk, and was, in fact, the object of 
some good-humoured raillery on the part of his friends in 
consequence. I left the Riffel with my fellow-traveller on 
Friday, a few hours before intelligence of the accideat waa 
brought to the hotel, and on the following Saturday even- 
ing was informed at the Hotel Beau Rivage, at Ouchy, by a 
gentleman who had just arrived there from the Riffel, that 
the body of one of ‘the three guides bore the trace of great 
strain upon it from the rope which connected the party lost. 
Mr. Noel Paterson was, I am informed by a friend who 
walked with him last year, a very able mountaineer.” The 
Swiss Times says of the disaster on the Lyskamm :—“ The 
bodies were fearfully shattered; one had been literally cut 
in two by the pressure of the rope by which they had been 
attached one to another. Mr. Lewis's watch had stopped 
at five o’clock. It required thirty men to bring the bodies 
down to Zermatt.” 

“Tt is stated,” says the Alexandria correspondent of the 
Times, “that the ‘salary’ question between the Inter- 
national Tribunals of Egypt and the Government is not 
yet wholly settled. There are still considerable arrears 
which have not been paid up. The approaching close of 
the vacation will bring a great increase of judicial feee, 
and thus the question may resolve itself. But the delay 
is much to be regretted. The institution would lose its 
prestige and the respect it has won for itself if these pay- 
ments became as uncertain ag are those of native officials, 
and the judicial body is too independent to retain its posi- 
tion in such circumstances. But there is no fear that 
things will reach that pass. The whole matter will no 
doubt be satisfactorily arranged on the re-assembling of 
the Court of Appeal in October. It is stated that the 
European Controller of Audit, on behalf of the creditors, 
has sanctioned this delay in the payment of the salaries of 
the judges. Such a report can hardly be well founded. 
The controllers depend on the international courts for the 
faithfal falfilment of the agreement under which they are 
oreated, and they are not likely to undermine the founda- 
tion on which they rest. The following is the article by 
which power is given tothe commissioners to appeal to the 
courts if faith is not kept in the financial arrangement. 
It incidentally exposes the fallacy of the idea shat the 
courts are purely native:—‘The actions which the 
directors of the Caisse, in the name and interest of the 
creditors, may have to bring against the Tregsury, repre- 
sented by the Minister of Finance, for all matters concern- 
ing the maintenance of the guarantees of the debt shall be 
brought before the new tribunals which, in accordance 
with the agreement made with the Powers, have been es- 
tablished in Egypt.’” 
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Obituarp. . 


MR. NOEL HUNTINGDON PATERSON. 


Mr. Noel Huntingdon Paterson, barrister, who lost his 
life on the Alps, near Zermatt, on the 6th inst., was the 
son of an officer in the Royal Navy, and was an M.A. of 
St. John’s College, Oxford, where he graduated second 
class in law and modern history in 1867. He was called 
to the bar at the Middle Temple in Michaelmas Term, 
1869, and practised on the South-Eastern Circuit, and at 
the Essex, Hertford, and St. Alban’s Sessions. He was 
for several years one of the staff of the WEEKLY REPORTER, 
and he had devoted some attention to legal literature, and 
was known as a careful and industrious writer. He 
was the author of a treatise on the laws relating to the 
Stock Exchange, and he had recently brought out a new 
edition of “ Woolrych’s Metropolitan Building Acts.” He 
also assisted Mr, Will in his last edition of ‘‘ Wharton’s 
Law Lexicon,’”’ and he contributed his services to the 
second edition of Lely and Foulkes’s ‘‘ Judicature Acts.” 
He had represented the Board of Trade in several inquiries 
as to the loss of ships, one of the last cases in which he 
was engaged being that of The Great Queensland ; and he 
contributed to these columns some valuable reports of the 
proceedings of the Wreck Commissioner’s Court. Mr. 
Paterson was much esteemed by all his professional friends 
for his genial and amiable disposition, and much sorrow is 
felt at the untimely end of what promised to be a very 
successful career. Mr. Paterson was buried at Zermatt 
on the 10th inst. 


MR. WILLIAM ARNOLD LEWIS. 


Mr. William Arnold Lewis, barrister, died on the 6th 
inst., while on a tour in Switzerland, by a fall from a 
precipice. Mr. Lewis was the son of the late Mr. William 
David Lewis, Q.C., of the chancery bar, and the nephew 
of Mr. Charles Edward Lewis, M.P., and he was born in 
1847. Hewas called to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1869, and was a member of the South- 
Eastern Circuit. Owing to his father’s reputation he was 
introduced into business at an early period; he had held 
briefs in several important cases, and was looked upon as 
a rising man and a sound lawyer. He was spending the 
long vacation in Switzerland, and on the 6th inst. he left 
Zermatt in company with Mr. Paterson and three guides to 
ascend the Lyskamn. As they did not return, the next day 
a search was made, and the dead bodies of the whole party 
were found at the foot of a precipice, it being supposed that 
they were swept down by the fall of a snow cornice. Mr. 
Lewis, who had been recently married, was buried at Zer- 
matt on the 10th inst. 


MR. JOHN WALPOLE WILLIS. 


Mr. John Walpole Willis, barrister, died at his residence, 
Wick, near Worcester, on the 10th inst., at the age of 
eighty-four. The deceased was the second son of Captain 
William Willis, of the 13th Light Dragoons. He was born 
in 1793, and was educated at the Charterhouse and at 
Trinity Hall, Cambridge, and he was called to the bar at 
Gray’s-inn in 1816. He practised for several years at the 
chancery bar, being also a member of the Northern Circuit, 
and he was the author of works on “ Interrogatories” and 
on “‘Chancery Pleading.” In 1827 he was appointed a 
judge of the Supreme Court of Upper Canada. He was 
afterwards dismissed by the colonial Government, but was 
teinstated on appeal to the Privy Council. He was after- 
wards successively a puisne judge and Chief Justice of the 
Supreme Court in Demerara,-and he refused the honour of 
knighthood which was offered him in recognition of his 
services during the disturbances which occurred on the 
emancipation of the slaves in the colony. In 1836 he re- 
turned to England on account of ill-health, and soon after- 
wards he became a judge of the Supreme Court in New 
South Wales, On the formation of the colony of Victoria 
Mr. Willis was appointed the first resident judge at 
Melbourne, and he was afterwards a judge of the Supreme 

- He was again removed from his office by Sir 
George Gipps, the governor of the colony (in consequence of 
his having delivered a judgment adverse to the legality of 





certain Government proceedings), but the Privy Council 
again restored him to his former rank, and Sir G. Gipps 
was ordered to make compensation to him. He soon after. 
warns retired from eg service, having again declined 
to be knighted. Mr, Willis was twice married, first, to the- 
daughter of the eleventh Earl of Strathmore, and, secondly, 
to the daughter of Col. Thomas Henry Bund, on whose death 
he succeeded to the Wick Estates in Worcestershire, He 
was a magistrate and deputy-lieutenant for that county, and 
was for a short time deputy-chairman of quarter sessions, 
Mr. Willis was buried at Powick on Monday, the 17th inst, 


MR. WILLIAM COOPER. 


Mr. William Cooper, barrister, died at his residence in 
Great Russell-street on the 17th inst. Mr. Cocper wag 
born in 1811, and was educated at Lincoln College, Oxford, 
where he graduated B.A. in 1831. He was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Trinity Term, 1831, when he joined 
the Norfolk Circuit, and the Norfolk and Norwich Sessions, 
and he had also practised for over forty-five years at the 
Central Criminal Court and the Middlesex Sessions, where 
he had been for many years the senior practising counsel. 
He was formerly a commissioner of bankruptcy, he had 
been for several years a revising barrister for Leicestershire, 
and in December, 1874, he was appointed recorder of the 
borough of Ipswich. Mr. Cooper was standing counsel to 
the Commissioners of Metropolitan Police, and also one of 
the prosecuting counsel for the Treasury. He was engaged 
in two of the recent ‘‘ spiritualist’’ cases, having been 
junior counsel for the prosecution in R. v. Lawrence, and 
for the respondent in Slade v. Lankester. Mr. Cooper was 
a man of kindly disposition, and the announcement of his 
death was received with much regret at the sessions on 
Tuesday last. The Sdeceased was the author of several 
poems and dramatic pieces. 


aside 








Appotuturents, Ete. 


Mr. Francis Lroyp Epwarps has been elected Chairman 
of the Carnarvonshire Quarter Sessions, in the place of Lord 
Newborough, resigned. 

Mr. ANDRIES STOCKENSTROM, barrister, has been appointed 
Attorney-General of the Cape Colony, in the place of Mr. 
Simeon Jacobs, resigned. Mr. Stockenstrom is the son of 
Sir Andries Stockenstrom, Bart. (formerly Lieutenant- 
Governor of the Cape of Good Hope), and was born in 1844, 
He was educated at King’s College, London, and graduated 
B.A. atthe University of London in 1863. Mr. Stocken- 
strom was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1865, and was appointed judge of the 
Land Court of Griqualand West in 1875. 

The Hon. Atrrep Henry TuHeEsicer, Q.C., has been ap- 
pointed Attorney-General to his Royal Highness the Prince 
of Wales, in the room of the late Mr, George Loch, Q.C. 

Mr. James Drurrt, jun., solicitor, of Christchurch and 
Bournemouth, has been unanimously elected to the office of 
Clerk to the Bournemouth Improvement Commissioners, 
vacant by the resignation of his father, Mr. James Druitt, 
sen., who is also registrar of the Christchurch County Court, 
clerk to the Christchurch Board of Guardians and to the 
county magistrates, and coroner for the hundred of Christ 
church and liberty of Christchurch. Mr. Druitt, jun.,"was ade 
mitted a solicitor in 1867, and is also deputy-coroner 
clerk to the Bournemouth Burial Board. 





At the Trades Union Congress at Leicester on Wednesday — 
a resolution was passed, “That this Congress records its 
approval of the progress made with regard to the question 
of codification of the criminal laws, and expressly recogs 
nizes the services rendered in this respect by Lord Coleri 
Sir James FitzJames Stephen, Mr. Herschell, and Mr. 
Crompton ; but is still of opinion that the present condition — 
of the criminal laws of this country is very unsatisfi 
end that the time has arrived when it is the duty of 
Government to undertake the consideration of a new 
code which will simplify the law and improve the adminis — 
tration of justice.” id 
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BANKRUPTCY LEGISLATION. 


Mz, Sampson Luoyp, the President of the Associated 
Chambers of merce, on opening the meeting of the 
association, said that the Bankruptcy Bill which had been 
prepared by the council of the association was termed the 
Bankruptcy Act (1869) Amendment Bill. They might 
remember that there were two abortive Government Bills, 
one introduced in 1876 and the other in 1877—-when he used 
the word abortive, he did not mean to stigmatize the Bills 
or express any opinion as to their goodness or badness. 
ed the Bill of 1877, which was introduced into the 
House of Lords with a view of repealing the Act of 1869 
and consolidating the entire law on the subject of bank- 
raptey, they were well aware that when it was brought into 
+he House of Lords it called forth no discussion there 
except a short speech from Lord Hatherley and a brief 
reply from the Lord Chancellor, and that it passed from 
that assembly virtually without discussion, and was intro- 
duced into the House of Commons too late in the session to 
be carried into law. It appeared to him that they were 
undertaking a somewhat responsible duty in bringing a 
Bill forward which would oppose a Bill of the magnitude of 
that of which he had just spoken, and which was intro- 
duced into Parliament under such influential auspices. He 
would, therefore, like them to consider the goodness of the 
reasons which led the council to support the Bill before the 
meeting. The Government Bill of 1877 seemed to him to bea 
singularly well-drawn Bill, its sentences were clear, and the 
sequence of its topics was exceedingly good. It had also the 
advantage of being a consolidating Bill, a feature which was 
also in some respects a disadvantage, but he thought there 
were some reasons attending the passing of a measure of 
that kind which they would do well to consider. It seemed 
to him that the Act of 1869 was perfectly right in principle, 
for it contained a principle which chambers of com- 
merce struggled for some years before 1869, namely, that 
the administration of the estates of insolvent persons 
should be conducted under the order of the creditors at 
their own responsibility and risk. It was quite true that 
the Act of 1869 had in its operation not been quite satis- 
factory, but he thought its failure—if he might call it 
such—was not due to any error in that underlying principle, 
but to the fact that the extra-judicial administration was 
not fenced about sufficiently by judicial control. Then the 
proxy system was often used in a very wrong way. What 
was wanted was that liquidation and composition should be 
subjected to efficient control, so that men might not be at 
liberty to adopt and follow courses which hesupposed he would 
have to use language that was libellous if he characterized 
according to their deserts, and which allowed a dishonour- 
able man to immediately set up in business a greater man 
than ever, without the creditors being allowed any control 
in the matter. ‘They also wanted a provision which would 
secure the funds realized from the estate, and which would 
‘guarantee that the funds should be lodged in the bank in a 
separate account, to the credit of the administrator or 
trustee. He thought, thirdly, that there should be in every 
case security given by the administrator for the faithful 
discharge of bis duties, as was done in Scotland; and 
lastly, that all such persons should be compelled to regularly 
render an exact account, without which they should not be 
allowed to go free from their liabilities. Such provisions 
were in force in Scotland, and he saw no reason why they 
should not exiet in England. Now the question was, what 
shape reform should take. The Government Bill swept 
away, or would have swept away, every vestige of previous 
legislation, and re-enacted what was wanted in a consolidat- 
ing Bill. He thought there were some reasons which should 
make them hesitate, in the present state of parties in the 
House, before they cast aside the language of the Act of 
1869. The Government Bill in its general principles 
followed that of 1869, but instead of re-enacting the very 
words of the Act of 1869, where it was proposed to preserve 
the principles of the Act, it clothed the same principle in 
different verbiage, a course which he thought would be 
extremely likely to result in great litigation, and would 
entirely lose to the public the decisions, obtained at great 
cost, affecting the language of the Act of 1869, a result 
which gentlemen of the long robe might not be unwilling 
to welcome, but which would be greatly injurious to 
the public. The Government Bill also took away power 


from a. creditor of making the debtor bankrupt by means of 





a debtor’s summons, though he did not, for his own part, see 
why such powershould be taken away. In clause 16 of the 


Government Bil a fresh preliminary meeting for talki 
was proposed to take place before the sreditors ieciied whet 
to do with the bankrupt, and they all knew what talki 
meetings meant—that they meant adjournments, incr 
costs and lawyers’ bills, without any counterbalancin 
good. What was needed could be effected by a small 
amendment Bill, such a Bill as would easily pass through 
Parliament. Such was the Bill proposed by the council of 
the Association, which contained only twenty-two clauses, 
and in which there was less room for obstruction and 
amending clauses than there was in a consolidating Act. 
The Bill proposed by the council reduced the sum from £50 
to £20 on which a creditor could make a debtor bankrupt, 
and the remuneration of the trustee was left to the com- 
mittee of inspection. Some of their friends did not appear 
to approve of clause 22, but if they had no such clause, 
then they could only deal with the bankrupt for any con- 
duct of his during the short time which elapsed imme- 
diately before his bank:uptcy, whereas if the clause became 
law they would deal with the bankrupt for his conduct dur- 
ing the ten years or more leading up to his bankruptcy, 
and with any extravagance or gross immorality of which he 
might have been guilty, for the court would have power to 
take such conduct into account in dealing with him. 





Heqal Pews. 


Mr. W. Marratt, solicitor, of Staines, writing to the Daily 
News with reference to some criticisms on the prolix pre- 
liminary hearings in the police-courts, ‘says:—‘ You will 
perhaps give a corner to the expression of opinions gained in 
the petty sessions of an agricultural district, The prisoner 
when placed in the dock is frequently without professional 
aid, and the clerk, with or without a few hints from the 
constable in charge of the case, ferrets out the facts. 
When the prisoner is afterwards tried at quarter ses- 
sions, the counsel on both sides conduct their cases from 
these depositions, and if the facts are fully and fairly 
set out they may afford hints for the prisoner’s defence 
which a painstaking chairman will utilize on his behalf when 
he happens to be undefended. Such is the practice in 
England, and I think it will bear comparison with that of 
France, Austria, or Scotland. Now, what would be a 
prisoner’s position if a justice (possibly of slight experience) 
closed the preliminary inquiry the moment he thought a 
presumption of guilt had arisen? In the great majority of 
cases the prisoner would be overwhelmed at his trial with 
supplementary evidence which he would not have time and 
opportunity to contradict, the results of the previous cross- 
examination, if any, would seldom appear, and his counsel 
would as seldom be able to point out contradictions in the 
evidence. A full and independent preliminary investigation 
is the sheet-anchor of the poor prisoner, to whom com- 
mittal means ruin, and the Legislature evidently thought so 
when it gave him a copy of the depositions for a nominal 
charge.” 

At the meeting of the Associated Chamber of Commerce 
a resolution was moved—‘*‘ That this association present a 
memorial to the Lord Chancellor praying that he will ba 
pleased to bring in or to facilitate the passing of a Bill 
during the forthcoming session of Parliament, iste for 
its object the establishment of county courts at convenient 
centres in populous trading and manufacturing localities ; 
such courts to possess an enlarged jurisdiction in order to 
secure the prompt and economical settlement locally of all 
cases arising in such districts without restriction as to the 
amount involved, subject, however, to all proper regula- 
tions for the removal of causes and for appeal.” Mr. 
Norwood said that his objection to Mr. Cowen’s Bill, in- 
troduced in Parliament during the last session, was that it 
seemed to make an invidious distinction between one set of 
county court judges and another. For his part he was 
more disposed to give a generally-increased jurisdiction to 
county court judges, for he believed that through their 
instrumentality justice was dispensed at a very slight cost 
at the very doors of people, and that the decisions were in 
nearly all cases dictated by common sense, They heard of 
very few appeals from the decisions of the county court 
judges, and what appeals there were often confirmed the 
decisions. He felt that it was'in some respects to be re- 
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tted that many cases were heard before'the , for 
fhe thought it was scarcely right that a claim fora small 
sum, which might involve an important principle, should 
be handed over to an inferior officer, often ‘a \practising 
solicitor in the locality. On the other hand, he felt that 
he must bear his testimony to the fact that there were some 
extremely able men acting as county court judges. On- 
fortunately, it sometimes occurred that county court judges 
were appointed by the Lord Chancellor for other reasons 
than their peculiar fitness, though he believed it the duty 
of the Lord ‘Chancellor, as the great legal official of the 
country, to see that the gentlemen he appointed to such 
offices were of undoubted qualifications. He (Mr. Norwood) 
would be very happy indeed ‘to see a general extension of 
the jurisdiction of county courts, ‘but he thought thescheme 
emanating from Newcastle was not the wisest scheme-that 
could be brought forward. Concerning the delay which 
arose in obtaining justice, he thought it positively 
scandalous. The block in the London law courts, es- 
pecially, was tantamount to a denial of justice, and was 
ruinous to a poor man. Toa rich man the delay mattered 
little or nothing, but toa man who did not possess large 
means the delay was positively ruinous, and he believed a 
great deal of it was attributable to the apathy of the judges 
themselves. 


At the revision of the parliamentary register of the 
city of London on Tuesday, in going through the Livery 
lists, Mr. Taylor objected to Mr. Albert Grant as a dis- 
qualifred person under the 31 & 32 Vict. c. 125, s. 43, sub- 
section 1, which states that ‘“‘where it is found by the 
report of the judge on an election petition under this Act 
that bribery has been committed by or with the know- 
ledge and consent of a candidate at any election, such 
candidate shall be deemed to be pe ly guilty of 
bribery at such election, and his election, if he has been 
elected, shall be void, and he shall be incapable of being 
elected to and of sitting in the House of Commons during 
the seven years next after the date of his being found 
guilty, and he shall further be incapable daring the said 
seven years of being registered as a voter and voting at 
any election in the United Kingdom.” The Revising 
Barrister: That clause relates to the punishment of cor- 
rupt persons and practices, and Mr. Justice Mellor has 
reported that he found Mr. Albert Grant guilty of corrupt 
practices at the said election in that he did promise 
through his agents to give “an entertainment of meat and 
drink” to the voters of Kidderminster with a view of in- 
fluencing their votes. That was a corrupt practice under 
the Act. Mr. Haghes: But not personal bribery, The 
word is “personally.” The Revising Barrister: My diffi- 
culty is that the judge finds Mr. Grant guilty of a corrupt 
practice, but does not say what corrupt practice it is. I 
think it was treating, and not bribery, and, therefore, the 
name will stand.—At the revision of the Marylebone list 
on Tuesday the point was raised that the signature on the 
objector’s notice was not that of Henry Holland, although 
it purported to be so. The barrister said, po doubt in any 
case where the signature to the objector’s notice was 
proved not to be in his own handwriting it would prove 
fatal to the objection. Subsequently, the objector, Mr. 
Holland, appeared, and was examined as to the signatures 
on the objection notices for Paddington, 126 in number. 
After examining the papers and saying he had signed five 
or six hundred, he admitted that several had been signed 
by some of his friends and not by him. He was called 
upon to write specimens of his signature, which were com- 
pared with the notices, and the barrister handed the whole 
of the notices to Holland, desiring him to distinguish those 
which were in his handwriting from these which were 
not. Atasubsequent period of the proceedings the ob- 
jector again attended and handed his notices of objection 
to the barrister. It appeared that of the 126 objections 
which had been taken in Paddington, but thirty-six bore 
the admitted signature of the objector. The learned 
barrister said this was « most extraordinary as well as 
important matter, because it would necessitate his rein- 
stating the name of every person who had been illegally 
objected to, and thus the list would contain, no doubt, 
many persons who were either aliens or dead. Mr. 
<< ae bad Sole ron me 

persons to and many of 
whom had been previously strack out. 





€uurts. 


RAILWAY COMMISSION." 
March 5, 21.—Ozlade v. North-Eastern Railway Company. 
‘Book of rates—Through rates—36 & 87 Vict. c. 48, 8. 14, 
The ‘book of rates which a railway company are required ‘by 
the 14th section of the Regulation of Railways Act, 1878, to 
kevp at ‘their stations, should show all rates, local as well as 
oe — are being charged frum the station where the 
is kept. 
Through rates need not be shown, in whole or in part, at any 
other station than the one frem which the traffic carried at 
through rates is forwarded in the first instance. 


This was an application under section 14 of the Regula- 
tion of Railways Act, 1873, for an order enjoining the 
North-Eastern Railway Company to desist from refusing 
to allow William Oxlade to inspect the rate-books at the 
mineral traffic office or station at York. The applicant, being 
desirous of ascertaining the rate of charge for conveyance 
of coal from Altofts and Ferryhill to York, Ripon, and 
other places on the North-Eastern Railway, went to York 
Station for thatpurpose. The railway company kept at York, 
in compliance with the 14th section of the Act, all the rates 

for conveyance of traffic from York to places to 
which they booked. No coal was conveyed from York. 
The book which the applicant wanted to inspect was a 
book kept at the mineral traffic office in York for the 
railway company’s own purposes, and contained in detail 
the rates over the whole system. 

The applicant appeared in person. 

Bidder, Q.C., appeared for the North-Eastern Railway 


Compe. it 
The Covrrt delivered the following judgment :—A railway 
company under this 14th section is bound to keep and 
show at each station a rate-book of all the rates which it 
from that station, but Mr. Oxlade, as one of the 
public, would have no ground for complaint under the 
section if he does not find in that book the rates which are 
charged by the company from other stations than the 
station where the book is inspected. ‘The book is not re- 
quired to show anything but the rates which are being 
charged from that station where the book is kept. The 
book should show both lecal and through rates, the rates 
in short to whatever place traffic from that station is booked, 
even though the place should be on the line of some other 
company. The full through rates would have to be shown 
at the station where they were charged ; but we do not 
think that under this section it is required that they should 
be shown in whole or in part at any other station than the 
station from which the traflic carried at through rates is 
forwarded in the first instance. If this company kept 4 
book at a mineral traffic office showing rates from other 
places as well as from the place where the mineral traffic 
office was, and it allowed people generally or coal owners $0 
inspect that book, then I think Mr. Oxlade might have 
preferred a complaint of undue prejudice if he had been 
refused a liberty which was granted to other persons ; but 
it does not appear that that is the case. On the whole, we 
do not see any ground for making any such order as 


If the prenatal for costs, seeing that the applicant 


asked in his application that it might be granted with costs, 
the costs must be allowed. 
Solicitors for the defendants, Williamson, Hill, § Co., for 
‘ » Gutch, § Co., York. 





EXTRADITION WITH BELGIUM. 


A RECENT issueof the London Gazette contains a declaratio 
concluded on the 23rd of July last, between the Government 
of her Majesty and the Government of the King of the 
ans, extending the provisions of the Extradition Treaty 
of 20th of May, 1876, to certain additional crimes. The 

declaration is as follows :— 

The Government of her Majesty the Queen of the United 
of Great Britain and Ireland, and the Government 
of his Majesty the King of the Belgians, having judged it 
expedient, with the view to the more complete prevention of 
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* Reported by W. H. Macnamans, Esq., Barrister-at-Law- | 
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ii aot 
crime within their respeetive territories, that persons charged 
with or convicted of certain crimes in addition to those 
enumerated in article 1 of the treaty between Great Britain 
and Belgium for the mutual surrender of fugitive criminals, 
of the 20th of May, 1876, shall, under the provisions of that 
treaty, be reciprocally delivered up, have agreed as fol- 





lows :-— Z . ‘ 
Persons charged as principals or accessories with or con-, 


yicted of the under-mentioned crimes committed in the 
territories of the one party and who shall be found within 
the territories of the other party, shall be reciprocally 
delivered up to each other under the circumstances and con- 
ditions stated in the treaty between Great Britain and Bel- 
ium for the mutual surrender of fugitive oriminals, of the 

Both of May, 1876:— 

1. Administering drugs or using instruments with intent 
to procure the miscarriage of women. 

2. Bigamy. $ ; 

3. Abandoning children, exposing or unlawfully detaining 


them. 
4, Any malicious act done with intent to endanger per- 
sons in a railway train. 
§. Receiving any chattel, money, valuable security, or other 
, knowing the same to have been embezzled, s:olen, 
or ad obtained. 
The provisions of the present declaration shall come into 
force ten days after its publication, in conformity with the 
forms prescribed by the laws of the high contracting 


es. 
In witness whereof, the undersigned have signed the pre- 
sent declaration, and have affixed thereto the seals of their 


arms, 
Done at London, in duplicate, the 23rd of July, 1877. 
(L.S.) Dersy. 

(L.S.) Sonvyns. 


The following order under the Extradition Acts is ap- 
pended :— 

Now, therefore, her Majesty, by and with the advice 
of her Privy Council, and in virtue of the anthority 
committed to her by the said recited Acts, doth order, and 
it is hereby ordered, that from and after the twenty- 
seventh day of August, one thousand eight hundred and 
seventy-seven, the said Acts shall apply in the case of the 
said declaration with the Government of his Majesty the 
King of the Belgians as fully to all intents and purposes 
as in the case of the said recited treaty. 





























C. L. Puen. 
PUBLIC COMPANIES. 
Sept. 21, 1877. 
RAILWAY STOCK, 

Railways. |Paid. Closing Prices 
Stock| Bristol and Exeter ' 100 in Bp 23 ie | 
Stock | Caledonian | 100 126} 
Stock|Glasgow and South-Western ............0+ eocees} 100 108 
Stock/Great Eastern Ordinary Stock sescosssssssee. 100 473 
Stock/Great Northern | 400 118 
Stock) Do., A Stock® ............ccsseees 100 120 
Stock/Great Southern and Western of Ireland 129 
Stock|Great Western—Original..... 
Stock|Lancashire and Yorkshire . 
Stock’ on, Brighton, and South C 12 
Stock| London, Chatham, and Dover., eal 20 
Stock|London and North-Western .....,.sscsessseeree) 100 145 
Stock/London and Sonth Western,.........ess000» aseese| 100 928; 









Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln aE 100 7 














North Eastern,,,...cscsessorcsareseseereseseneanssevee] 100 15 
N be | 

















South Devon 100 66 
Soahibvoth-Rastern ke 








* A receives no dividend vatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 





es INDIAN GOVERNMENT SHCURITIES, 
-Stk.,5 per Cent., July, 80,1063) Enf.Pr. 5§ per Cnt., May, "88, 
Ditto Debentures, 4 per Cen t. 
4 perCeat., Oot, °88, 108} April "64 
Risto, tto, Certificates — Do.Do,5 per Cont., Aug. 78 

En faced Ppr.,4 per ent. 81 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cons. £1000 
3nd Enf,Pr,, 6 per 0., Jan’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 





GOVERNMENT PUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 957 Annuitias, April, 85, 9} 

Ditto for Account, Oct. 3, 95 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 

Do. 3 per Cent. Reduesd, 95$ Ex Bille ,£1000, 23 perCt. 12pm 
New 3 per Cent,, 943 Ditto, £500, Do, 12 pm. 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan, 94 Ditto, 2100-& £200, 12 pm. 

Do. 2§ per Gent., Jan. °94 Bank of England Stock, — per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. "73 Ct. (last half-year), 

Annuities, Jan. ’80 Dittc for Account, 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATH. 
BIRTHS. 

Davison—Aug. 6, at Kimberley, South Africa, the wife of 
the Hen. Charles Frederic Davison, M.L.C., of the Inaer 
Temple, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

May—Sept. 12, at Woodville House, Honor Oak, the wife of 
Boer W. May, of Liacoln's-inn, barriater-at-law, of a 
daughter. 


MARRIAGES, 
CorBetTT—PHILLirs—Sept. 11, at Lianvihangel Pontymoile, 
James Andrew Corbett, solicitor, Cariiff, to Honciotta Louisa. 


daughter of E. J. Phillips, Woodlands, Monmonthshire. 

Ourver—HasLam—Sept. 13, at St. Saviour’s Church, Padding - 
ton, E. R. Oliver, of 138, Queen’s-road, Bayswater, solicitor, 
to Kate Lucy, daughter of the late John Haslam, solicitor. 


DEATH. 
PaTERSON—Sept. 6, killed by an accident on the ——_ 
Zermatt, Noel Huntingdon Paterson, of the Middle Temple, 
and of Chislehurst, Kent, aged 33. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Frivay, Sept. 14, 1877. 
Maddox, John Mortimer, Frank Henry Green, and Ernest George- 
Cobbold, 56, Pall Mall, Solicitors. Sept 11 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fripay, Sept. 14, 1877. 
Liutrep In CaancERY. 

Mersey Seed Crushing Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on 
or before Oct 10, to send toeir names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to D. Owen'Bateson, Castlejst, Liver- 
pool. Tuesday, Oct 16, at 3, is appointed for hearing and adjudicat- 
ing upon the debts and claims 

Small Live Stock Farm, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or b2fore 
Oct 20, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to the Liquidators, care of Mr. J. G. Bonner, 
King William st. Wright and Co, solicitors for the liquidaters 


TuespDar, t. 18, 1877. 
Lrutrep In CHanceryY. 

North of England Paper Manutacturing Company, Limited.—Petition 
for winding up, presented Sept. 14, ‘directed to be heard before the 
M.R. on Nov 3. Cowdel! and Co, Badge row, Cannon st, agents for 
Toy and Broadbent, Ashton-undsr-Lyne, solicitors for the pstitioners 

Parys Mountain Mines Company, Limited.—Petition for iets up, 
——- Sept 13, directed to be heard before the M.R., on Nov 3. 

Moorgate st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Wincham Shipbuilding, Boiler, and Salt Company, Limited.—Petition 
for winding up, p ted Sept 6, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Bacon, on Nov 8. Marsland, Cowper’s court, Cornhill, agent for 
Addieshaw and Warburton, Manchester, solicitors far the petitioner 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery . 
Last Day of Proof. 
Farpay, Sept. 7, 1877. 


Davies, William, Carmarthen. Oct 10. James v Evans, M.R. Evans, 
Carmarthen 





Torspay, Sept. 11, 1877. 
Allin, Nathaniel, franstend, ur Ware, Hertford, Esq. Oct 25. Canning 


v Green, . Masoa, Gresham st 
Austin, William James, Kebworth Harcourt, Leicester, Innkeeper. 


f . 1, Austin v Mason, V.C. Hall, Cowdell and Co, {Badge row, 
non at 
Jenkins, John, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Grocer. Oct 1. Thomas v 
Jenkins, M.R. Beddoe, Merthyr Tydfil, Glamorgan 
Tvusgspayx, Sept. 18, 1877. 
Carter, Lewis, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Theatrical Manager, Qct 4, Dua- 
can v Carter, Registrar, County Court of Glamorgan 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Tusgapay, Sept, 11, 1877, 
os, elite Palterton, Derby, Farmer. Nov 10. Bunting, 
es 
Armstrong, Joseph, Scarcliffe, Derby, Gent. Nov 10. Bunting,. 
sterfield 
Atkins, Francis Thomas, Lewisham rd, New Cross, Geat. Ozt 2. 
Waters and Gush, Finsbury circus 
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Avery, Thomas, Tenterden, Kent, Wine Merchant. Dec 31. Munn 
oar Mace, Tenterden 

Birks, Charles Lynn, Sheffield, Common Brewer. Oct 1. Rodger and 
Co, Sheffield 


Booth, Emma, leeds. Nov. Torrand Co, Bedford row 

Bromilow, William, Parr, Lancashire, Proprietor of Coal Mines. Oct 
2. Darlington and Sons, Wigan 

Burn, Cicero George, Westbourne rd, Barnsbury, Gent. Oct 20. 
Finney and Bruff, Chancery lane 

Clarkson, Richard, Leigh, Lancashire, Gent. Oct 15. Marsh and 
Son, Leigh 

Colburn, tae, York, Pawnbroker. Novl, Walker, York 

Crocker, George, Batcombe, Dorset, Farmer. Nov 1. Howard, Wey- 


mouth 

Gill, William Richards, The Polygon, St Pancras, Builder. Nov 1. 
Hooper, Exeter 

Godwin, Cecil, Major H.M.’s 16th Regiment of Foot. Oct 20. Hastie, 
East Grimstead 

Hughes, Sarah, Leigh, Lancashire. Novl. Marsh and Son, Leigh 

Johnson, William, Earl Sterndale, Derby, Farmer. Oct 30. Chllioor 
and Co, Leek ‘ 

Jones, Griffith Thomas Picton, Abererch, Carnarvon, Gent. Oct 18. 
Jones and Co, Carvarvon 

Lanckerau, Jost Gerhardt, Cable st, St George-in-the-East, Tailor. 
Oct 12. Stones and Vo, Finsbury circus 

Lee, William, Almondbury, Huddersfield, York, Fancy Woollen Manu- 
facturer. Decl. Bottomley, Huddersfield 

Leggott, Hannab, Kingston-upon-Hull. Oct 26. Carlill, Hull 

Lewis, John, Southampton, Master Mariner. Oct 18. Rimer, Quality 
court, Chancery lane 

Moore, Mary, Weacombe, Somerset. Sept 29. Smith, Weston-super- 


Mare 

Moorhouse, John, Ripon, York. Dec 4. Wise and Son, Ripon 

Payton, Ann, Soho bill, Handsworth. Oct6. Edwards, Birmingham 

Richardson, William, Westbourne park, Bayswater, Esq. Oct 31. 
Wilson, Cornhill 

Schofielé, John, Heckmondwike, York, Ironmonger. Oct 1. Curry, 
Cleckheaton 

Taylor, Augusta, Chatham. Oct 7. Acworth and Co, Rochester 

Taylor, Henry, sen, Chatham, Fly Proprietor. Oct7, Acworth and 
Co, Rochester 

Temp!eman, Isaac, Melcombe Regis, Dorset, Corn Factor. Nov 1. 
Howard, Weymouth 

White, James, sen, Abbotsbury, Dorset, Farmer. Nov 1. Howard, 


Weymouth 
Faipay, Sept. 14, 1877. 
Alexander, John, Porchester terrace, Bayswater, Esq. Oct 20. 
Day, New Bridge st 
Ardern, William, Rusholme, nr Manchester, Draper. Oct 13. Kearsley 


and Co, Manchester 
Barber, Mary, Leicester. Decl0. Harvey, Leicester 
Oct 15. Waddilove and Nutt, 


Barnes, Charles, Manor st, Clapham. 
Godliman st, Dectors’ commons 

Barnes, Jane, fouthsea, Hants. Oct 30. Pearce and Son, Portsea 

Bornes, William, Cawley road, Gent. Nov 20. Veley and Cunnington, 
Braintree 

Burt, George, Worplesdon, Surrey, Farmer. Oct 13. Smalipeice and 
Sons, Guildford, Surrey 

Busscowen, William, Bramshott, Hants, District Surveyor. Nov 1. 
Albery and Lucas, Midhurst, Sussex 

Carpenter, Mary, Red Lodge, Bristol. Novl. Wansey, Bristol 

Clews, Henry, \uneaton, Warwick, Innkeeper. Nov 9. Dewes and 
Bone, Nuneaton 

Critebley, Betsy, Preston, Lancashire. Oct 3. Taylor, Preston 

Dawson, Adam, Wisbech St Peter, Cambridge, Gent. Novl. Ollard, 


Wisbech St Peter 
Dyball, Mary Ann, Frogmore, Wandsworth. Oct3l. Corsellis, East 
hill, Wandsworth 
Dyer, Thomas Emanuel, Paignton, Devon, Builder. Oct1. Eastley, 
Paignton, Devon 
Faker, Henry, Charles st, Kensington sq, Licensed Victualler. Nov 1. 
Fletcher, 1homas, Eye, Northampton, Gent. 
Graves, Priestgate, Peterborough 
Gassiott, John Peter, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Esq. Nov 1. Hill and 
Son, Old Broad st 
1 Sanders and Co, 
Birmingham 
Hogarth, Lancelot, Skelsmergh, Westmoreland, Yeoman. 
Keynes, Thomas, Chescombe nr Whitchurch, Dorset, Farmer. Oct 11. 
Brevnand, Blandford, Dorset 
radford 
Larman, Sarah, Enfield Highway, Middlesex. Novl2. Richardsons 
—_ John, Biggleswade, Bedford, Saddler. Sept 26. Leake, Shifnal, 


Farmer and Robins, Pancras lane 
Oct 11. Rutland and 
Godard, Christiana, Eckington, Worcester. Oct 23, 
Oct 26. 
Thomson and Wilson, Kendal 
Koppel, John Salomon, Bradford, York, Merchant. Oct 20. Atkinson, 
and Foxwel', Great Hadham, Herts 
Lovegrove, James, Maidenhead, Berks, Plumber. Jan 1. Ward 
nhead ’ ’ ’ ’ 


Morley, Thomas, Danson’s cottage, nr Whitchurch, Salop, Farmer. 


Sept 29. Leake, Shifna!, Salop 
Owen, Edward, Le-mington Priors, Warwick, Grocec. Novi. Field 


and Son, Leawington 
Phillips, James, Eltham, Kent,Gent, Novl. Keene and Marsland, 
Pickeos 7 Beresford, Aylesb Bucks, 8 Oc 
ess, Hen r Lt uc! jargeon. t 15, 
Phillips and Ford, Bheet sf, Wadsor >” pean 
Pyatt, James, Weston-upon-Trent, Stafford, Carpenter. Sept 30, 
ng Stafford 
Sharples, Thomas, Southport, Lancashire, Hotelkeeper. Oct 12, 
Weleby and Co, eng: se 
Steel, William, Nether Knutsford, Cheshire, Plumber. Oct 20, Sedgley 
and Co, Knutsford, Cheshire 
Taylor, Edward, Camberwell New road, Lambeth, Builder, Nov 1. 
ne and Marsiand, Mark lane 
=e Brevet-Msjor Graham, 49h Foot, Parnhurst Barracks, Isle of 
ight. Sept 1. Oldman and Iveson, Gainsborough, Lincoln 





Towells, big wr eae Somerset, Aecountant. Nov}. Reg 


; a 
Wilkinson, Anne Charlotte, Lincoln, Schoolmistress, Oct 11. Wara 
Williams, Ana, Perry, Worcester. Oct 31. Suey Bones 
Worsley, Charles, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Beer Retaiier, 
Oct 24. Toy and Broadbent, Ashton-under-Lyne 
Yeomans, John, King st, Southwark, Fruit Salesman. Nov 1, Keeng 
and Marsland, Mark lane 
Youdan, Thomas, Ganton, nr Filey, York, Gent. Decl. Broomheag 
and Co, Sheffield 


Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Sept. 14, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 

Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 

To Surrender in London. 
Law, James, Gre at Suffolk st, Borough, Licensed Victualler. Pet Sept 
ll. Spring-Rice. Sept 27 at Il 
oo No ga Essex st, Strand, Auctioneer. Pet Sept 12, Murray, 
pt 28 at | 

Wretord, William, Prince’s sq Hotel, Bayswater, Gent. Pet Sept 12, 

Murray. Sept 27 at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Hardyman, Henry, Gorleston, Suffolk, Smack Owner. Pet Sept ll, 
Worlledge. Great Yarmouth, Oct 1 at 11 

Harris, Moss, Newcast/e-upon-Tyne, Clothier. Pet Sept 10. Morti. 
mer. Newcastle, Sept 25 at 11 

Hill, Abraham, Bradford, Stone Merchant. Pet Sept 11. Robinson, 
Bradford, Sept 28 at 11.30 

Horton, Joshua, and Charles Atkinson Duckitt, Bradford, Galvanized 
-—, Manufacturers. Pet Sept 11. Robinson, Bradford, Sept 2% 
at 1 

Jennings, Joshua, Bradford, Flannel Manufacturer. Pet Sept 1I, 
Robinson. Bradtord, Oct 2 at9 

Kappele, William, Manchester, Merchant, Pet Sept 10. Lister; 
Manchester, Sept 27 at 9.30 

Pettit, Richard, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. Pet Sept 7. Cole, 
Birmingham, Oct 11 at 2 

ToEspay, Sept. 18, 1877, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 

Drakeford, Henry, Great Winchester buildings, Silk Dealer. Pet Sept 

14, Murray. Oct 3at 12 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Boyle, Hamilton R » Huntercombe, Berks, latea Lieutenant in 
the 23rd Royal Welsh Fusiliers. Pet Sept 15. Darvill. Windsor, 
Oct 13 at 12 

Bridgens, Charles, Wordsley, Kingswinford, Stafford, Licensed 
Victualler, Pet Sept 8. Haward. Stourbridge, Oct 2 at 12 

Craven, Hartley, Cleckheaton, Y ork, Slate Merchant. Pet Sept 14, 
Robinson, Bradford, Oct 2 at 9 

Daniel, Mary Ann, Great Yarmouth, Pet Sept 14. Worlledge. 
Great Yarmouth, Oct 3 at 11 

Giles, John, Pontypridd, Ironfounder, Pet Sept 13. Spickett, 
Pontypridd, Oct 2 at 1 

Glover, Christopher, Brunswick, Jarrow, Durham, Ironfounder. Pet 
Sept 13.@ Pybus, jun. Newcastle, Oct 2 at 11 

Gregory, John, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. Pet Sept 15. ole, 
Birmingham, Oct 11 at 3 

Griffiths, Rev James, Sherborne, Dorset. Pet Sept 14. Batten, 
Yeovil, Oct 3 at 2 

Haigh, Henry, Milnsbridge, nr Huddersfield, Dyer. Pet Sept 15, 
Giffard. Huddersfield, Oct 10 at 11 

Murray, John Charles, Manchester, Cabinet Maker. Pet Sept 1%. 
Kay. Manchester, Oct 1 at 10.30 

Pratt, Charles Dermer, Stratford-upon-Avon, Corn Merchant, Pet 

Sept 8. Campbell. Warwick, Sept 29 at 4 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Tuespay, Sept. 18, 1877. 
Baylis, William Thomas, Birmingham, out of business. Aug 31 
Liqnidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Sept. 14, 1877. 

Archer, Hugh, Rise Carr, Darlington, Grocer. Sept 26 at 11 at offices 
of Barron, High row, Darlington 

Ayre, James, Cardiff, Ships’ Store Merchant. Sept 24 at 3 at offices of 
Morgan and Scott, High st, Cardiff 

Barth, Richard, Bury court, 8t Mary Axe, Cap Manufacturer. Oct! 
at 2 at offices of Brighten and Parker, Bishopsgate st without 

Barwick, James Wiliam, Normanton, York, Stationer. Sept 28 at ll 
at offices of Snowdon, East parade, Leeds 

Belt, Richard, and William Joseph Robson, Middlesborough, Builders. 
Sept 27 at 11 at offices of Kddy and Co, Commercial chambers, 
Stockton-on-Tees. Robson, Stockton-on-Tees 

Bevan, Samuel, Swansea, Victualler. Sept 25 at 3 at offices of Hartland 
and Co, Swansea 

Bright, Joseph, Briton Ferry, Glamorgan, Commission Agent. Sept 
28 at 12 at otfices of Tennant and Jones, Aberavon 

Brooks, William, Oldham, Coal Merchant, Sept 27 at 8 at the Waters 
loo Hotel, Union st, Oldham. Buckley and Clegg 

Brown, Edmund, Wisbech, Cambridge, Wheelwright. Sept 26 at 12 
at offices of Ollard, York row, Wisbech 

Brown, Thomas, Burnley, Confectioner. Sept 27 at 3 at offices of 
Creeke and Sandy, Cliviger st, Buruley 

Cadman, Arthur, Lenton, Nottingham, Commercial Traveller. Oct 1 
at 12 at offices of Belk, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Capes, Robert, Coatham, nr Redcar, York, Plumber. Sept 28 at 11 at 
the Waterloo Hotel, Manchester. Willan 

Cartwri ght, William, Leek, Stefford, Printer. Sept 27 at 2 at offices 
of Hacker and Allen, St Edward st, Lee 

Cassidy, James, Huddersfield, Draper. Sept 27 at 3 atofiices of Ainley 
New st, Huddersfield 

Cathery, Charles, Bow rd, Bow, Licensed Victualler. Sept 25 at 11 a 

the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st, Anning, 
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LL 
Olerk, Edward, > ln Grocer. Oct 1 at 4 at offices of Atkinson, 
Bradio: 


Clayton, William, Liver pool, Horse Dealer. Sept 28 at 2 at offices of 
Fowler, Cable st, Liverpool / : 

Coe, Matthew, Beswick, Manchester, Fine Spinner. Sept 25 at 2 at 
85, Oldham rd, Manchester 

Cowburn, John, Holt town, Manchester, Percher. Sept 28 at 3 at 
offices of Marriott and Woodall, Norfolk st, Manchester 

Crow, John Edens, Louth, Lincoln, Tailor. Oct 4 at 10.5 at offices of 
Falkner and Owen, E.stgate, Louth 

Crowther, William. Oldham, Builder. Sept 26at 3 at the Waterloo 
Hotel, Union st, Oldham. Buckley and Clegg 

Outler, Frank, Knightrider st, Doctors’ commons, Tavern Keeper. 
Oct 1 at 2 at offices of White and Co, King st, Cheapside. Trinders 
and Hayward 

Davies, Edward James, Solihull, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. Sept 
96 at 11 at offices of Rowley, Temple row, Birmingham 

Davis, Frank, High st, Brentiord, Sewing Machine Seller. Oct 2 at 12 
at offices of Josolyne and Co, King st, Cheapside. Pope, Colchester 

Powler, Henry Joseph, Lower Broughton, nr Manchester, Boot 
Dealer. Sept 26 at 12 at offices of Whitehead, Brown st, Manches- 
ter 

Dunn, Abraham Kendrick, Coventry, Leather Merchant. Sept 26 at 
12 at the Craven Arms Hotel, Coventry.- Browett, Coventry 

Flint, Francis Herbert, Stanley, Derby, Builder. Oct 1 at 12 at offices 
of Hextall, Full st, Derby 

Foster, Henry Wiliiam, Fetter lane, General Printer. Oct 3 at 2 at 
offices of Girdwood, Verulam buildings, Gray’s ion 

Gough, Henry Francis, and Arthur George Lee, Brighton, Printers, 
Sept 29 at 12 at offices of Clennel and Fraser, Great James st, Bedford 
row. Nye, Brighton 

Grant, James, Mile End rd, Retired Custom House Clerk, Sept 27 at 
$ at offices of Noon and Clarke, Blomfield st 

Harding, James, Penyb..nt, Abertillery, Mon, Collier. Sept 29 at 1 at 
offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Hill, William, South Shields, Licensed Victualler. Sept 28 at 2 at 
offices of Chartres and Youll, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon- 


e 
Hevden, James, Castleford, York, Grocer. Sept 27 at 3 at offices ot 
Kaberry, Castlefor d 
James, William, Halifax, Accountant. Sept 28 at 3 at offices of Wal- 
shaw, Crown st cham bers, ifax 
Saques, Edward Easton, Scunthorpe, Lincoln, Coal Agent. Sept 26 at 
ll at the Angel Inn, Brigg. Grange and Wintringham, Great 


Grimsby 

Jay, Samuel, Westbourne grove, Bayswater, Mantle Maker. Oct 4 at2 
at 145, Cheapside. Armstrong and Lamb, Old Jewry 

Jones, Thomas, Whitland, Carmarthen, Ale Merchant. Sept 24 at 2 
at offices of Lascelles, Narberth, Pembrokeshire 

Kirby, Richard, Victoria park sq, Boot Manufacturer. Oct 1 at 2 at 
the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghallst. Chalk, 
Moorgate st 

Kirkham, Samuel, Manchester, Auctioneer. Oct 3 at 11 at offices of 
Rylance and Barker, Essex st, Manchester 

Kitchen, William, Kendal, Westmoreland, Chemist. Sept 28 at 11 at 
} Board Room, Market place, Kendal. Thomson and Wilson, 

endal 

Liley, Henry, Batley, York, Tailor. Sept 26 at3 at offices of Shaw, 
Bond st, Lewsbury 

Marriner, John, Trindon Colliery, Durham, Grocer. Oct 1 at 12 at 
offices of Biacklock and White, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Millward, Moses, Bangor, Carnarvon, Coal Merchant. Oct | at 3at 
the Queen’s Commercial Hotel, Chester. Hughes, Benger 

Morris, Edward, Brighton, Hawking Jeweller. Oct 5 at 2 at offices of 
Fenner and Co, Gresham buildings. Goodman, Brighton 

Moree, Edwin, Lydney, Gloucester, Grocer. Oct 1 at 2 at the Feathers 
Hotel, Lydney. Fryer, Coleford 

Muncie, Themas, Dudley, Worcester, Draper. Sept 25 at 3 at offices 

Sept 28 


of Stokes, Dudley 
Munn, Thomas James, New Brompton, Kent, out of business. 
a 0 Na the Dover Castle Hotel, Globe lane,Chatham. Wymond, 
jatham 
Newland, William, Smehtwick, Stafford, Baker. Sept 27 at 11 at offices 
of Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 
Nichols, Ben Dexter, Bedford, Corn Merchant. Oct 2 at 2 at offices of 
Tebbs, St Peter’s greer., Bedford : 
Noble, Isaac, Newton Heath, Manchester, Lodging House Keeper. 
Oct | at 3 at the Wheatsheaf Hotel, Fennell st, Manchester 
Parker, William, Bristol, Furniture Painter, Sept 28 at 2 at offices of 
Salmon and Henderson, Broad st, B:istol 
Parsons, Johan Jarvie, Shepton Mallet, Somerset, Ginger Beer Manu- 
facturer. Sept 29 at 3 at the Hare and Hounds, Shepton Mullett. 
McCurthy, Frome 
Peak, James, Brotton, York, Builder. Sept 26 at 3 at otfices of Draper, 
Finkle st, Stockton-on-Tecs 
Pearson, John, Leyburn, York, Chemist. Sept 25 at 10 at offices of 
Teale, Leyburn 
Pilkington, Charles, Haslicgden, L hire, St Sept 28 at 
4 at the New Inn, Bury rd, Haslingden, Radcliffe, Blackburn 
Pilkington, Henry, New Basford, Nottingham. Sept 27 at 12 at offices 
ot Stevenson, heeler gate, Nottingham. Stevenson, Nottingham 
Pinkerton, John, Cable st, Manchester, Shirt Manufacturer. Oct | at 
3 at offices of Simpson, Kennedy st, Manchester 
Pledge, William, jun, Oxford, Publican. Sept 26 at 3 at offices of 
Ward, Broad st, Oxford 
Poole, Frank Poynton, Preston, Drysalter. Sept 28 at3 at offices of 
Ambler, Cannon st, Preston 
Porter, Jumes, and John Fletcher, Stourbridge, Boot Manufacturers. 
Sept 28 at 10 at offices of Prescott, Market st, Stourbriage 
Pougher, Abraham, and Samuel Iliffe, Leicester, Boot Manufacturers. 
Sept 28 at 12 at cflices of Harvey, Selborne buildings, Millstone 
lane, Leicester 
Randell, Daniel, Frome, Somerset, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 26 at 2 at 
offices of McCarthy, King st, F:ome 
Rawlings, Richerd, Orook, Durham, Plumber. Sept 26 at 2 at offices 
of Sladen, Newgate s*, Bishop Auckland, Durham 
Rennie, James, Great Vover st, Southwark, Bottle Merchant. Sopt 24 
at 3 at offices of Lewis, Edgware ra 








Rogers, Jeremiah Gauk, Stockport, Cheshire, Builder. Sept 28 at 4 at 
offices of Best, Lower King st, Manchester 

Roscoe, William, Ashton-under-Lyne, Provision Merchant. Sept 26 
at 3 at 69, Curporation st, Manchester. Lord and Son 

Scrutton, Charles Henry, Wix, nr Manningtree, Essex, Agricultural 
Machinist, Sept 25 at 2 at the Goat and Boot Inn, East hill, 
Colchester. Lloyd, Great Winchester st buildings 

Serjeant, Charles Henry, Birmingham, Draper. Sept 26 at 3 at offices 
of Row'ands and Bagnall, Colmore row, Sirmingham 

Sheraton, William Thomas, Sunderiand, Butcher. Spt 27 at 12 at 
offices of Lawson and Robinson, Villiers st, Sunderland 

Sivell, Thomas, Bridstow, Hereford, Farmer, Sept 26 at 12 at offices 
of Davies, Edde Cross st, Ross, Hereford 

Smiddy, Francis, Ripley, York, Tailor. Sept 27 at 12 at offices of 
Kirby aod Son, Knaresborough 

Stanley, John, Hucknall Torkard, Nottingham, Tailor. Oct 5 at 12 at 
offices of Brittle, St Peter’s chambers, St Peter’s gate, Nottingham 

Stanles, John, Frieston, Linolo, Potato Dealer. Sept 27 at 12.30 at 
the Red Lion Hotel, Boston, Lincoln. Bailes, Boston 

Stark, John Siddoway, Felling, Durham, Chemist, Sept 23 at 2 at 
offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Sutherland, John James, Middlesborough, Agent. Sept 28 at 11 at 
offices of Ward, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Taylor, Henry, Birchover, nr Bakewell, Derby, Tailor. Sept 26 at2 
at offices of Broomhead, Bakewell 

Thackray, Charles, sen, and Charles Thackray, jua, Leeds, Brick- 
layers. Sept 27 at 3 at offices of , Park row, s 

Tipton, Henry, jun, Macclesfield, Box Manufacturer. Sept 28 at 3 at 
offices of Barclay and Henstcck, Exchange chambers, Macclesfield 

Trantum, Richard, Soutbampton, Pork Butcher. Sept 28 at 3 at offices 
of Shutte, Portland st, Southampton 

Vedy, Henry, Barnsley, York, Coal Merchant. Sept 28 at 11 at offices 
of Dibb and Raley, Regent st, Barnsley 

Wakeham, George bradley. Wellington rd, Deal, outof business. Oct 
1 at 10 at 98, Middle st, Deal. Drew, 

Wall, John, Aston, nr Birmingham, Builder. Sept 25 at 12 at offices 
of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmirgham 

Wateon, John, Middlesborough, Builder. Sept 25 at 1! at offices of 
Cooper, Northbrook buildings, Linthorpe rd, Middlesborough 

Watson, William Tindi!l, Kingston-upon-Hull, Photographer. Sspt 
26 ut 3 at the George Hotel, Whitefriar gate, Hull. Laverack, Land 
of Green Ginger, Hull 


inge 
Wilkinson, Join, Bradford, Innkeeper. Sept 28 at 3 at offices of Moss~ 
Oct 4 at 3 at offices of 


man and Haley, Hortoa rd, Bradford 
Wright, Mark, Wokingham, Berks, Chemist. 
Wheeler and Sargeant, Wokingham 


Turspay, Sept. 18, 1877. 

Alen, Henry, Walworth, Clothier. Oct 1 at 12 at offices of Fenner 
and Co, Gresham buildings, Guildhall. Stopher, Coleman st 

Bain, George, and Samuel Cooke, St Peteragate, Stockport, Cheshire, 
Candlewick Spinners. Oct 2 at 3 at the Brunswick Hotel, Piccadilly, 
Manchester. Newton, Stockport 

Beaven, Arthur Edwards, Hereford, Tailor. Oct 2 at 1 at offices of 
—- and Mason, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside. Corner, Here- 
for 

Blackmore, John, Much Woolton, Lancashire, Baker. Oct 2 at 2 at 
offices of Browne, Dale st, Liverpool - 

Bolton, William Edward, Aldershot, Lieutenant in H.M.’s 18th Regi- 
ment of Hussars. Oct 12 at 2 at offices of Davis, Conduit st, Bond st 

Bonham, John, Elgin rd, St Peter’s park, out of business. Sept 26 at 3 
at offices of Parkes, Beaufort buinings, Strand 

Boutcher, Frederick, Burnham, S t, Commission Agent. Oct 1 
at 11 at offices of Balch, Julia terrace, Burnham 

Bowyer, Alfred, Crewe, Cheshire, Hairdresser. Oct 3 at 1 at offices of 
Warburto», Mill st, Crewe 

Brain, Samue: George, Staple hill, nr Bristol, Plumber. Se pt 28 at 3 
at oifices of Young and White, Clare st, Bristol. Stanley and Was- 
brough, Bristol 

Brandreth, Henry Daubeney, Brookhurst, Cheshire, out of business, 
Oct 13 at lL at the Law Association Rooms, Cook st, Liverpool. 
Collins and Co, Liverpool 

Brennan, Anne, Birkenhead, Upholsterer, Oct 1 at 2 at offices of 
Hannan and Pugh, Duncan st, Birkenhead 

Briscoe, Edward, Chester, Relieving Officer. Sept 29 at 3 at offices of 
Ellis, Easigate, Chester 

Chambers, Juha, Spring Miil, nr Todmorden, York, Cotton Spinner. 
peed at 11 at the Mitre Hotel, Manchester. Eastwood, Tod- 
morden 

Chammon, Edwin, Southampton, Baker, Oct 1 at 3 at offices of Shutte, 
Portland st, Southampton 

Culton, Alfred, Leeds, Linen Merchant. Sept 29 at 11 at offices of 
North and Sons, East parade, Leeds 

Constable, Benjamin, jun, Benyon rd, Islington, Accountant. Sept 
26 at 10 at offices of Thwaite+, Basinghall st. Lewis, Moorgate st 

Coomer, Josiah Abel, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Grocer. Sept 25 at lat 
the Copeland Arms Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent 

Cooper, Charles Edward, Darlington, Provision Dealer. Sept 29 at 10 
at offices of Waistell, Northallerton 

Cope, Thomas, Leeds, Stationer. Sept 29 at 11 at offices of Simpson 
and Burrell, Albion st, 

Crossley, James, Ripley, Derby, Silk Manufacturer. Oct 2 at 2at offices 
of Moody, Corn Market, Derby 

Davey, t, Broad st, Bloomsbury; Builder. Oct 2 at 2 at offices of 
Davis, Cook st, Burlington gardens 

Day, Richard, Exeter, Commercial Traveller. Oct 6 at 11 at offices of 

ion, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Dean, Elizabeth, Tunstall, Stafford, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 27 at3 
at offices of Alcock, Market st, Tunstall 

Doerks, Jacob, New King’s rd, Chelsea, Working Tailor, Sept 28 at 
12 at offices of Fletcxer and Co, Staple ian, Holbora 

Durham, James Clarke, and Thomas Wilson, Skelton-in-Cleveland, 
York, Builders, Sept 27 at 3 at the Cleveland Slag Working Com- 
eee Offices, Albert rd, Middlesborough. Tweedy, Stockton-on- 

ees 


Edmonds, George, Birmingham, Brassfounder. Sept 26 at 10,15 at 
olfices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birming’ 
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Field, Hezry, Carhbridge, Tailor. Oct 5 at 12 at offices of Ellison and 
Burrows, Alexandra st, Petty Cary, Cambridge ; 

Foster, Robert Henry, Middlesborough, Auctioneer. S apt 28 at 11 at 
offices of Wilkes, Zetland rd, Middtesborough M 

Gardner, James, South ShieldyyFarner. Oct Lat 10 at offices of Blair, 
King st, South Shields 2 te 

Goodwin, Louisa Ann, Bristol st, Birmingham, Beer Retailer. Sept 
28 at 11 at offices of Simmons, Bannatt’s hill, Birminghan 

Green, Elias, Stalbriége, Dorset. Pianofcrte Dealer. Oct 8 at 3 at tha 
Royal Hotel, Temple Coombe, Somerset. Davies, Sherborne 

Green, John, Mirfield, York, Cloth Fuller. Oct 1 at 2.30 at offices of 
Stapleton, Union st, Dewsbury 

Greenwood, John Henry, Halifax, Sewing Machine Dealer. 
11 at the Brown Cow Hotel. Halifax. Leeming, Halifax 

Griffiths, William, Trosnant, Pontypool, out of business. 
12 st offices of Dauncey, High s', Newport, Mon 

Haisted, Tom John Boniface, North Bersted, Sussex, out of business, 
Oct 1 at 12 at the Dolphin Hotel, Chichester. Lamb, Brighton 

Hammond, Joseph, R:ading, Auctioneer. Oct 10 at 11 at the Great 
Western Hotel, Reading. Beale and Martin, Reading 

Hawksley, Archibald Campbell Douglas, Ranelagh House, Falham, 
Commission Agent. Oct 2 at 12 at 145, Cheapside. Shearman, 
Gresham at ; 

Haydon, Thomas, West Ham, Essex, Fly Proprietor. Sept 28 at 2 at 
offices of Flint and Co, Cheapside, Haz2idine, Cheapside 

Heath, Henry, Hanley, Grocer. Sept 25 at 11 at offices of Tennant, 
Cheapside, Hanley 

Holyoake. Francis Edward, Cherry st, Birmingham, Gent. Sept 26 at 
12 at offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Hope, John, Crook, Durham, Builder. Oct 3 at 11 at offices of Prond, 
Market place, Bishop Auckland 

Hutchinson, Tokias, Bradford, Builder. Oct 3 at 11 at offices of 
Singleton, Bradford 

Irwin, Charles Henry, Cardiff, Butcher. Oct 4 at 12 at offices of Blel- 
loch, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Jackson, John Henry, Bat'ey, York, Joiner. Oct 1 at 2 at the Saracen’s 
Head Hotel, Boar lane, Leeds. Esam, Sheffield 

Jackman, William Henry, Ventnor, Isle of Wight. Builder. Sept 29 
at 1 at Warburton’s Hotel, Newport, Isle of Wight. Ford, Portsea 

King, Edwin Isaiah Child, Croydon, Draper. Oct 8 at 12 at offives of 
Josolyne and Co, Cheapside. Parker and Co, St Pau!’s churchyard 

Knight, Jonas, Darlington, Durham, Grocer. Sept 28 at 11 at offices 
of Barron, High row, Darlington 

Knowles, William Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Draper. Oct 5 at 2 at 
offices of Carlill and Burkinshaw, Parliament st, Kingston-upon-H ull. 
England and Co, Kingston-npon-Hull 

Laidler, Archibald, South Shields, Ironmonger. Oct 4 at 3 at offices 
Revnoldeon, King st, South Shields 

Lord, Alfred, Halifax, Draper. Oct lat 3 at the Clarence Hotel, Spring 
gardens, Manchester. Longbottom, Halifax 

Lowe, Joseph, Toppings Turton, nr Bolton, Rope Manufacturer, Oct 
1 at 3 at offices of Hankinson, Queen's chambers, John Dalton st‘ 
Manchester 

Land, William Henry, Manchester, Importer of Fancy Goods. Oct 1 
at 3 at offices of Connor, Princess st, Manchester 

Marsden, Joseph, Oldham, Cotton Waste Dealer. Oct 1 at 3 at offices of 
Whitaker, St Peter st, Oidham 

Mason, Edward Bockman, Alford, Lincoln, Ironmonger. Sept 28 at 
1 at the Queen’s Hetel, New st, Birmingham. Mason 

Maunder, Vincent, Stockwell, Surrey, Grocer. Sopt 26 at 3 at offices 
ot Haigh and Agar, Gresham st 

MeCandlas, George, Middlesborough, Grocer. Ost 3 at ll at offices of 
Teale, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

MeMichael, John, Rochdale, Travelling Draper. Oct 3 at 3 at offices 
of Roberts, Jobn st, Rochdale 

Meredith, Samuel, Tonge, Middleton, Lancashire, Grocer. Oct 2 at 2 
at offices <f Cobbett and Co, Brown st, Manchester 

Neale, John, North Ormesby, York, Furniture Broker. Sapt 27 at 11 
at the Sbip Inn, Stockton-on-Tees. D»bson, Middlesborough 

Overend, George, Sandal, York, Farmer. Sept 29 at 11 at offices of 
Harrison and Co, Chancery lane, Wakefield 

Pinder, Thomas Shadford, John Harris, and Ernest Johan Berg, 
Burslem, Earthenware Manufacturers. Sept 26at 2 at the North 
Staffordshire Hotel, Stoke-upon-Trent. Hand and Co, Stafford 

Plucker, Charles Richard, Huddersfield, Woollen Merchant. Oct 1 at 
3 at offices of Barker and Sons, Estate buildings, Huddersfield 

Purdy, Thomas, Sherburn hil!, Durham, Provision Merchant. Oct 2 
at !2 at offices of Smirk, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Purdy, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Raper, William, Yarm, YOrk, Painter. Oct: at 2,30 at 13, Finkle 
st, Stockton-on-Tees. Garden 

Roberts, David, Lianfair, Montgomery, Grocer. Sept 28 at 12 at the 
Bull Hotel, Church st, Weichpool. Williams and Co, Newtown, 
Montgomery 

Roberts, Margaret, Liangynhafal, Denbigh, Iankeeper. O:t 2 at 2 at 
the Wynnstay Arms Ho.el, Ruthin, Denbigh. Edwards, Rathin 

Robinson, James, Longton, Stafford, Grocer. Sept 27 at 1 at offices 
of Weich, Caroline st, Longton 

Robinson, James Ciifton, Eastville, Gloucester, Tramway Manager. 
Sept 28 at 12 at offices of Young and White, Clare st, Bristol. Stan- 
ley and Wasbrough, Bristoi 

Rodgers, John, Varlington, Painter. Sept 28 at 11 at offices of Robin- 
son, Chancery lane, Darlington. Jaques 

Rogers, Henry, Newport, Isle of Wight, Saddler. Sept 27 at 11 at 58, 
Bartholomew close. Joyce 

Roue, Francis, Rochdale, Soda Water Manufacturer. Oct 2 at 1 at 
the Railway Hotel, Rochdale. Wood, Wigan 

Sanders, Thomas, Tandridge, Surrey, Farmer. Oot 4 at 3.30 at the 
Crown Hotel, East Grinstead, Surrey. Waters, Clement’s lane, 
Lombard st 

Slater, George, Sparkbrook, Worcester, Grocer. Sept 23 at 11 at offices 
Assinder, Union st, Birmingham 

Slocombe, Charies John, St John’s hill, New Wandsworth, Cabinet 

Maker. Sept 28 at 4 at of Eley, New Bond st 

Spiller, go Thomas Cross, Warwick st, Charing 


poy eg ae . Oct 4 at12 at offices of Leslie 
and Co, Frederick’s place, Old J 


. Cross, Prescot 
Sutton, George Frederick, Cock Jane, Merchant. Oct 3 at 


Oct 1 at 
Sept 28 at 
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11 at offices of Fryer, Gray’s inn place, Gray’s inn 

Tate, Barbara, Copley, Skircoat, York, Innkeeper. Sep‘ 28 at 3 at the 
Upper George Inn, Halifax. Brierley, Halifax 

Thornhill, Richard, Walsal!, Brush Manufacturer. Oct 1 at 3 at offices. 
of Cotterell, Bridge st, Walsall : 

Townend, William, Heckmondwide, Birstal, York, Boot Dealer. gt 
2 at 3 at offices of Ibberson, Dewsbury 

Varden, James William, Torquay, Devon, Berlin Wool Dealer, Oct1 
at 2 at offices of East and Funston, Sion college, London wall 

Walker, Henry, Huddersfield, Smallware Dealer. Oct 2 at 3 at offices 
of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Ward, John, Sheffield, Fruit Merchant. Oct 1 at 3 at offices of Clegg 
and Sons, Bank st, Sheffi2ld 

Ware, Frederick, High st, Stratford, Engineer. Oct 3 at 2 at offices of 
Lovering and Co, Gresham st. Morris, Paternoster row 

Warner, Arthur Wellesley, Leic2stor, Leather Seller. Oct 1 at 3 at 
offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Westaway, Nathaniel, Bristol, Plumber. Oct 1 at 3 at cffices of Camp- 
bell and Salmon, St Stephen st, Brist»l 

Williams, Sarah Elizabeth, Liverpeol, Dress Maker. 
offices of Lowe, Castle st, Liverpoo! 

Willis, Thomas, Hastings, Masic Seller. Sept 27 at 11 at the Law 
Institution, Chancery lane. Mann, Hastings 


Oct 3 at 11 at 








CAVE CANEM. 


POMPEIAN DOOR MATS. 
TRELOAR AND SONS, 


69, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON, E.C 





PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 

57, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 


Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless system of adapting 


(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 


ARTIFICIAL TEETH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 


EDE AND SON. 


ROBE ag MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c, 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 


CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS &¢ 
ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisite nnder the above Acts supplied on the shortestnotice 











The BOOKS ara FORMS kept in stock for immediate t° 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARE CER- 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. 
Pinies Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


(Late ASH & FLINT), 


S-ationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Flees 
street, London; E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 


tf 





